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4 6 7 Y ited 5 of Progisi 965 Publ 
7 Wehe pe att eee ſeems to 
1 E A than fuch 
| | r private Forms, as any Miniſter may, 
and ſome - among the Difſenters' do 
compoſe for their own Uſe in Public. For his viſible 
Aim and Deſign is, to recommend a Public and 


Common. Form. But his A for. it, however 


KIR . 


and will probably have lite” or. no Effect upon any 
unbiaſſed Minds. 


His moſt weighty Obje&ion (he ſays, p. 14.) againſt 
the Method commonly uſed by. the Diſſenters in their 
nee is, „The Tendency it bath in General 
*, ta deſtroy the very Nature of Prayer itſelf,” Sc.“ 
A2 A ſe- 


1 


"ES | 


A tere Cenſure indeed Whereby he "Ep. to 
have forgot, how much he reflects upon the public 
| MWorſhip of Chriſtians at the beginning of the Chri- 
ſtian Church; when, doubtleſs, the Nature, the 
Spirit, and See of Prayer were preſerved: And 
yet no ftated Forms of Prayer were then uſed, by 
the general Confeſſion of the moſt learned Advocates 

for a"public Liturgy. This is fucha ſtrong preſump- 
tive Argument in favour of free, or conceived Pray- 
er, as (leaving every One the Liberty of his own 
Choice) beſpeaks an higher Regard for it, than he 
hath incautiouſly expreſſed. What! was the Chri- 
ſtian Worſhip, when conducted under a ſpecial Di- 
vine Direction, ſufficient to guard againſt ſuch a grie« 
vous Error, fo ordered and managed, as that it bad 
a Tendency. in General to deſtroy the 1 Nature of 

rage He ? God forbid | ua 


| Bur let us attend to the Reaſons ns this 5 
material Objection, as he calls it, is founded; and 
which he promiſed © to lay before his Friend, in his 
* uſual Manner, with unreſerved | Openneſs and 
0 Freedom.“ 


« By wing (says he) that Part of Sblic Wor- 
* ſhip, which we are now ſpeaking of, entirely to 
46 828 Care and ane of the Munde tis 


«to 


YN) » 
6 en e too apt to look upon 
te jt, as hir Buſineſs; and not to conſider it, at leaſt 


c not fo much as they ought, as a — 4 in which 
« they themſelves are equally concerned.” 


The meaning of which Words appears to be this, 
in mtr That when a Miniſter prays as the Mouth 
« of the People, they are too apt to think them- 

<« ſelves unconcerned to let their Hearts go along with 
 —M _ ſo as to o Jol n the Petitions which he puts 
« up.” ay cr is. 


"Now, ſuppoſing this to TY the Caſe in Fact; z it 
ſhews, that the People are in a faulty Error, but 
makes nothing for. the Purpoſe of his Argument. 
For, as the Abuſe of any hung 1 is no good Objection 
againſt the Uſe of it; fo it's proper Tendency is to be 
eſtimated and determined by the Nature of the thing 
itſelf, and not by ſome accidental Conſequences which - 
may attend it. But there is nothing in a Miniſter's 
praying as the Mouth of the People, that in the Na- 
ture of the thing hath a Tendency to make them 
unconcerned to let rheir Hearts and Affections go 
along with him, any more than there is in a Mini- 
ſter” 's reading Prayers for them. 


AFTER 


: f * -6 D] 
ArTzx all, the Suppoſition may deal 


1k Fer we have nothing but the Suſpieious, not to 
ſay uncharitable, Writer's nd to 10 the 


FaQ. .*Tis-1 _ he fays, ©! 


'< NoTHING is more common, when our People 


” are making their. Obſervations upon thein Mini- 
cc ſters, than to hear them ſay, I have heard ſuch, an 


« One, and he prayed but. indifferently ; or ſuch an 


« One, and he prayed admirably well: But were 
« you to aſk theſe very Perſons, how they them 
&« ſelves had prayed at the ſame Time; they would 
probably be ſurprized at the Queſtion, or at leaſt 

4 A but an indifferent Aceount of the Matter.“ 


— 


Bur here, notwithſtanding his late Promiſe, he 


plainly Quibbles (which, one would hope, is not his 


uſual Manner ) by an equivocal Uſe of the Word, 


pray; taking Advantage of an inaccurate, though. 


common mode of Expreſſion. For, as Prayer is an 
Offering up ef our Deſires to Ged ; ſtrictly ſpeaking, 
no'Man can fay, how a Miniſter, or any other Per- 
ſon, prays, but himſelf alone. And ſo all, that is 


vulgarly meant, by faying of ſuch, or ſuch a an One, 


that he prayed in this, or in that Manner, is only 
that he expreſſed himſelf in Prayer fo, and fo. It is 


therefore a Queſtion truly ſurprizing,' to aſk any 
ſuch Obſerver, how he himſelf had prayed at the 


fame 


TY) 


ſame; Time; as a deſigned, kw that he bad 
not prayed at all, by joining in the Prayer pronoun 
ced by the Miniſter; or, or at leaft could giue bur a 
very indifferent bps of t the Matter. For the con- 
tr ary Concluſion | is both more candidand natural; as he 
By well be conceived to judge of the Miniſter's 
Performance, by the Aſſiſtance it gaye himſelf in his 
own. Devotions. (Though in this Caſe, 86 well as 
others, all Men are not equal udges ; and critical, 
er eaptious Obſervers may really do nothing leſs than 
pray in making their Remarks.) What i is more com- 
mon, than to hear the Church people fay. - of this, 
5 and che other Clergy-man, that he read Prayers 
well, „ or otherwiſe? If then you f ſhould aſk theſe ye- 
ry Perlons, how they themſelves had prayed at the 
ane Time; ; they would probably be ſurprized at 
the Queſtion indeed; but for Fl different Reaſon, 'tis 
imagined, from what is ſuggeſted, u. the Inperti- 
nency of it. And though perhaps it is a for Account 
at the beſt, that many o of the. Peo ple can . of their 


SIE EE. 


470 395 the "Tha, » which is the Mayer under Con- 
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10 (p+,5-) © And: thus perhaps 1 is an unavoidable In- 
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« evitdetiihcy; which will always take Place TR a 
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cc ſocial Worſhip | is not conducted by ſome public 
« Form”, This is a little cautiouſly expreſſed. But, 


what is the Inconveniency he ſpeaks of? Is it, that the 


People do not properly pray themſelves, by joining 


with the Miniſter in public Prayer? But how does 


that appear? Not by any thing, that hath been al- 
ledged; but rather the Contrary. And granting the 
Thing; h muſt this ſuppoſed Inconveniency be 
unavoidable, where ſocial Worſhip is not conducted 
by ſome public Form, any more than where it is 
conducted by ſuch a Form ? As for the Difeulty, 


mentioned, of having the Mind fixed upon the grand 


Object of Wet ſhip ; ; this Difficulty, God knows, i is 
great enough at all Times, under any Form, or Me. 


thod of Devotion , conſidering the obvious! nfirmities 
of human Nature in it's preſent State of Imperfecti- 


on. Nor does the Difficulty appear to be leſs in the 
Uſe of a ſtated Form, than “ whilſt the Ideas and 
« Affections of the Worſhipper depend upon an- 
« other's Management,” For upon another” s Ma. 

nagement, after all, they do very much depend, 
when the Worſhipper joins in a Form of Prayer, 


compoſed and read by another. In Relation | to what 
is faid of © the Hearer's Attention wholly hanging 
ec upon the Lips of the Speaker - the ſame may be 
faid of it's hanging upon the Lips of the Reader, or 
nw the Leaves of a Book. And as without Atten- 


tion, 


a 


A 

_ lol not on only to the Oe but to the Matter of | 

Prayer there ean be no Devotion; ſo, the more 

that people attend to what is read or ſpoken in public 

Worſtüp, the greater Influence it is Hkel to have 
upon their Mess and AﬀeBichis”" e e ee SS 


F 9 * 4 » 
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What i is hater objedted, with" an be to fame 
particular” Caſes, does not affect the Queſtion con- 
„ the) general Tee) of free Prayer, or pray- 

Arbe a ſtated Form,” And beſides, inſtead of 
240 We are again preſented with the Writer's 
Faust; ; # "which may oily prove another falſe Alarm. 
0 Bur What (fays he) if the Latter (chat is, the 


1 Speaker) is conſidered (which, [ fear, is often the 
| . Caſe) "as exerciſing only: a Perſonal Gift; and his 


C Performance looked upon as a Tria of Skill, or a 
«Teſt of e 6 arty 


Free 522 
INI 44 1 313. 


Still, thing to the Purpoſe Fir, ih proper 
Queſtion is not, 'how the Buſineſs is conſidered by 
others; but, what the Thing really is in itſelf : And 
if the People view it in a wrong Light; it is their 


down Miſtake, which ought to be rectified. Some 


unguarded Expreſſions have here dropped from his 


Pen. 9.4 manner N Speaking lempies,, chat, in 


„ 


( 22 B | and 


Cw) 

and. Deſign, of his Argument: But the Exerciſing. 
of ſuch a Gift, he ſhould not have confounded with 
a Trial of Still. It was alſo a little unfortunate for 
him, to mention a Teſt of Orthodoxy. upon this Oc- 
caſion. For it appears from Hiſtory, that public, 
ſtated, and ſtinted Forms of Prayer, were firſt in- 
troduced and impoſed. as. a Teſt or Standard of Ortho- 
doxy in the Chriſtian Church. (Vid. Smeciymnuus. 
Dr. Scot in Lond, Caſes, Fol. p. 281, 282.) And as 
every Man is Orthodox to himſelf ; why. ſhould not 
every Miniſter pray, as well as preach, according to 
his own Sentiments? How plauſibly might the ſame 
Objection be made aginlt the one, as Wu 1 W 


7 -- 
E. 15 4 


But he goes on waking Bn 9 are 
eaſily anſwered by the contrary Suppoſitions. (p. 6.) 
6 What, if ſomething, diſagreeable i in his Voice, or 
& Manner; or, from ſome accidental Heſitation and 
& Loſs for Thought or Utterance, his Heare 
« Ae. or in Pain for bims Se.“ 85 fy 3 


enn OP 

Wel ! Uere we * Roy pk 1 
ences hinted at, which may, though not neceſſarily, or 
generally muſt, attend praying without a ſtated Form. 
And might not the like Inconveniences be pointed out, 
onthe other Side alſo? If ſucha Form is a Relief a- 


c ou” Loſs of Thought, | in one Reſpect; it may oc- 
| caſion, 


eat bothin the Speaker and the Hearers, 1 of 

Thought in another Reſpect: Nor does it appear a 
proper Remedy, either to mend an barſh Voice, or 
do cure a bad Utterance. © "The many ſerious and 
5 ſenſible People, who (as we are told, p. 1 2.) think 
e there are very juſt Exceptions againſt maty Parts 
« of their public Service?” 'tis likely are aware of 
ſome raſh or unguarded Expreſſion ſome particular 
AA of Confeſſion or Prayer, in which they cannot bear- 
tily join; (to borrow his own Words.) What then ? 
Does this diſprove the Expediency of a ſtated Form 
unverfally ? It is a Contradiction to his own Scheme 
to ſuppoſe it. Now the Argument is the very ſame, 
"_y 8 e to praying without ſuch a Form. „ 


In x next Suppoſition, he makes, is a little more 
favourable to the Credit and Reputation of Extem» 
pore Prayer.“ What, if they (i. e. the People} þ 
« are entirely delighted with every Part of his Ser- 
tt vice, Qt. may they not probably even in this Caſe 
« be as far from filling up their Part of the Duty— 
5 8 do nothing leſs than ru! he 


"To which we == ; "Th poſſible _ may, but 
not ſo probable they will; as Delight is more conſi- 
ſtent with Devotion, than Diſguſt. But, ſuppoſing 
he Contrary ; this is no Proof of his Point, nor any 


B 2 juſt 


| "I 132 46 | 

: juſt Ground. of. e. Preference he would give to 4 
ſtated Form. For the very, ſame Suppoſition may 
take Pl in the Uſe of. ſuch. a Form. For In- 
ſtance. may! not a Perſon be fuppo ſed to be far from 
filling up his Part of the Duty, and do nothing leſs 
than pray, in uſing. the 36, Parti of the Engliſh Li- 
turgy 3 : though he beas much delighted, as this Wri- 
ter himſelf, with 4 thoſe Collects, which, in Point 
« of Sentiment and Language, are ſo plain, ſo ſig- 
60 nificant, fo full and, flowing ?” (p. 13.) If then 
one might argue upon ſuch Suppoſitions, the Argu- 
ment would prove too much, and, conſequently, no- 
thing to his Purpoſe, vis. That all ſocia! Worſhip 
ſhould be laid aſide. For, if it; be kept up, it muſt 
be conducted either y, or without a ſtated Form; 
and both Ways, the People, whether Diſguſted or 
Delighted, are liable not to fill up their Part of the 
Duty, &c. Though (as one obſerves) © the Soul hath 
« more Scope to wander, while the Words ofa Form 
« are faid by rote, or read out of a Book.” (Mir 
Pierce $ Letters to Dr. meli). # 


1 1155 


Hav iNG conſidered the e of praying 
in Public, without a ſtated Form, as repreſented by 
the Letter-writer, . far as they | concern the People ; ; 
let us now attend to what he ſays in ſupport of his AC | 
ſertion (p. 7.0 5 That with reſpect to the Miniſter 
25 e they will not'b be found leſs conſiderable.” 


And 


%* : ; 
| | | **. 


% . a þ 
* 1 | * 
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And the following Remarks, may ſuffice - to obviate 
the Force of what he hath advanced upon this-Head ; 
without. cre his Wer. -at e to a "ano 
Fav 5 pr 2 


1 " al ing.) Modeſty, any EEE which Jay 
ſuppoſes 1 to be the Miniſter's Properties, ſeem to be 
miſapplied, If they are any Hindrance to a devotional 
Frame, or to his own religious Sentiments and Tem- 
per, in public Worſhip. And that a Senſe of the 
Greatneſs and Dignity of the Service, ſhould generally 
- unfit a Miniſter for his Duty (ſuppoſing him to be a 
Man of a ſound Mind and Imagination) when, on the 
contrary, it is the beſt Preparative ws e (me- | 
uw Hot 0 to coſbeive, 


& A jus and, pious Gen to 1 this 
Part of the public Service in a ſuitable Manner, tends = 
to make it a Work not only of the Head, as is ſug- 
geſted, but of the Heart alſo. For this very Con- 
cern itſelf, is an Exerciſe and Indication of a ſerious 
Heart; and, ſurely, a much better Diſpoſition for 
any Man's worſhipping God himſelf, and leading the 
Devotions of others, than a careleſs, wnconcerned 
Frame of Mind. And as the Exerciſe of the Head, 


hath. an apt Tendency to affect the Heart; ſo, on 


the other Hand, the Frame and Affections of the 
Heart; have a reciproeal Influence upon the Exerciſe 
| of 


— „ tons <ul ot tn 
— Ir rr IDO oe 
— 

- 


4 14 ) 
* the Head, In conceiving fit Matter and keprel 


ſion.— Pectus oft enim, quod diſertos facit, et vis men- 


is: That is, „It is the Heart that maketh Men 


C eloquent, and the Energy of the Mind”; ſays 2 


great Critic in the Art of Speaking (Quinctil. Inſtit. 
Ib. 10. cap. 7) And thus, out of the Fulneſs of the 


| Heart the Mouth ſpeaketh, with the goo. Pro- 


priety, n and Force. | 


Th. 


| 3. * 10 ſaid of. 1 BD Conception, half 


formed, &c. may proceed from a vulgar Error, and 


2 wrong Notion that extempore Speaking wholly de- 
pends upon preſent Invention, and ſudden Conception, 


without any Premeditation. However, the Difficul- 


ties, here ſuggeſted, are preſumed to be accidental! 
only, and chiefly incident to New Beginners, who 
have not yet attained a due Preſence of Mind. And 
ſuch Perſons may relieve themſelves by private Forms 
at firſt of their own compoſing, without the 8 


dient of a | public Liturgy. 


FR, 1 may be an e of too much 


Mane, and Elegance, as good Biſhop Wilkins hints, 


in the ſacred Offices of Religion, which ought not 
to be indulged. This Kind of Senfibility for himſelf, 
and Reſpect for bis Hearers, as it may proceed from 


wot falſe 


TW) 
a falſe Taſte, and ſavour too much of human Pride 
and Vanity, is no great Commendation in a Goſpel- 
Miniſter. The Letter- writer himſelf is ſo ingenious, 
as to declare, p. 8. That an ili- timed Reſpecs for 
« Men. hath oftentimes diſturbed his Devotions to 

„ God.“ More is the Pity ! But if this is the Caſe 
of others allo (as it may be, whether they pray with, 
or without a ſtated Form) it is the Fault of the Men, 
not of the Way. We read of Perſons, who prayed 
to b ſeen of Men, Matth. vi. 5. — Now,. did they 
pray by a ſtated Form, or not? If they did; Then, 
we fee, a ſtated Form of Prayer is no Security againſt 
Perſons being diſturbed. in their Devotions to God, by 
an illi timed Reſpect to Men. On the other Hand, 
if they did not pray by a ſtated Form; it follows, 
That praying without a ſtated Form, was a Thing 
praQtiſed in our Saviour's Time. And ſince it is ge- 
- nerally agreed, that not only the private, but the 
public Worſhip of. Chriſtians was conduRed in the 
fame Way from the Beginning. —— Nor does the 
Letter-writer once ſuggeſt, and much leſs attempt to 
prove the contrary. It is therefore referred to his 
very ſerious Conſideration, whether his grand Objec- | 
tion aforeſaid, againſt praying without a ſtated Form, 
is not an high Reflection upon Goſpel· Worſhip, un- 
becoming 7. WON and much more L ian, 25 
ler. 


* 


: , 44 
* — 4 > _ 


pe | - 
= 16 
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By me Way) — + jolie Whey 
the primitive Practice of the Chriſtian Church, is a 
full Confutation of his quaint Hypotheſis. And let 
| it be obſerved, That if the Apoſtles, and firſt Direc- 
1 tors of the Chriſtian Worſhip; had judged a'ffated” 
3 Form ſo neceſſary, as is pretended, for preſer ving he 
Nature, and anſwering the End of Prayer; it is ra-. 
tional to think, that they would not only have recom- 
mended ſuch à Form to others, but compoſed one 
| themſelves. This Notion ſeems to be. ſo natural, 
| | as that, when public ſtated Forms firſt came into: 
| Uſe; in order to give them a greater Sanction, cer- 
[| tain Liturgies were ' fathered upon the Apoſtles; 
(| which: upon Examination appear to be nothing, but 
mere Porgeries, and pious Frauds. (Vid. Dupin 
A Recleſ Hiſt. vol. 1. p. eee return from 
eee and re ee 


%, 9 x + p> 1 iO 4% 5 * 1 
2 4 * I roy * IL r * p 5; 5 * 8 


5. Would i it * be; very abfird; for a Ma WR 
to 9a Crutches, becauſe he may ſome Time hap- 
| pen to fall lame? Bodih Infirmitics may be th Ga 

—_—_—_— difable a Miniſter for performing public Duty in 
* any Shape, even reading Prayers. But this 14 10 

1 RNeaſon for not performing his Duty at other Times in 
5 the beſt Manner he can. And, as to worldly Cares, 
3 they may be too much indulged, as well as worldly 
rs. A pour: Abſtraction of Mind from cl 
* 


th) 


Matz, "Foal: well become the Miniſters of Favs | : | 


Cunts, and greatly befriend a-devotional Frame 
of Spirit, But the Nemedy, preforibed in this Caſe 
by the Letter- writer, "might rather bea Cour tha 
4 Curl for à worldly' Diſpeſttion. And befdes ;, 
there is another Expedient ready at Hand) For ſueh 
occaſional Forms, as have been mentioned before, might 
ſerye for an occgſional Jnfirmities.of Body, or Mind. 
But this Medium be : ſeems to haxs overhoket] _ 
through tis whole Argument. 11 9 b N ick 2 


3015. Dir 50 > . 1200 1 "4 it! 13 MOTH FEY 3 To 37 5 * 
E the Gkounds bf his gbr, 
wide are hot ſo clear and fatisfaRtory to us, a8, per- 
haps; they may be to himſelf, and to ſome ethiers, 
afready: prepolſelſed in Favour of his Scheme from 
a parnul View and Repreſentation of the Caſe. In 
order to form a right Judgment, and a rational Choice 
beteten the different Modes of Worſhip in conteſt; 
both the Candeniencies and'the Inronvenicticiet of Each 
Side, ſhoald be brought into the Accbunt, and fairly 
aquitable” Rule of ſettling the 

Point in Queſtion, the-Lettef-Writer hath not ſerus 
pulouſly obſerved. - The Conveniencies of A fluted 
he hath indeed Eonipared'with the Incotiveni« 
endes f fed} Prayer: But then, the Convettiericies 
of the latte, with the lndbnveidences of the former, 
he hath left out of the Account. And if the beſt 
| LY Thidg 


—̃— 


—— — — 


— 
—— tA ce COS 


— — a — — — 
——— — — — — 
—— — — ——y—y— — 7 
l 
8 


— — — — —— 


( 18 ) 


Thing he can ſay for a ſtated Form is, 4 That it can 
cc be no Hinderance to a ſettled, devout, and pray- 


<« ing Frame,” Even this, ſuppoſing it true, is no ſuf- 
ficient Recommendation of the Thing; unleſs. it is 


 alſo.an. Help, and upon the whole a n OP to 


W "oo e Ws Ne 

80 having ind uch faſten © Grounds & 
clared his Preference of a public Liturgy, he expreſ- 
ſes his Wonder, p. 11.“ That our firſt Diſſenters 
& did not ſet out upon this Footing,” To which the 
true Anſwer may be, That if they were not ſuch 


Enemies to a public Liturgy, but that for Peace: ſale 
they could have complied with an approved Form of 


Common Prayer; neither were they ſuch Friends to 


2 Liturgy as to think it; mſt eligible in itſell ; at 


leaſt, as excluſive of Extempore Prayer in publie Wor· 


ſhip... The famous Mr. Baxter in his [Time argued 


for a Liturgy.; but not upon this Writer Plan, viz. as 
ſuppoſing, That Extempore Prayer had a Ten- 
« dency in genera / to deſtroy. the very Nature of 


* Prayer itſelf.” (A Notion, which probably would 


have made all our firſt Diſſenters wonder and ſtare, 


as much as this Mriter.) For, en the cdntrarys 
that great Man pleads noleſs. earneſtly, àgainſt a 


| Mer TRE ante always to a ane Form. 
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(See the fourth of his five Diſputation of e 
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"Ir hath teln ele before, that ee rat 
where neceſſary, compoſed. by each Miniſter for his 
own Uſe, may ſerve the Occaſi Fons, and obviate the 
Inconveniencies mentioned by the Letter-writer : So 
that, allowing his O3jeefjons againſt free Prayer all 
the Force he can deſire, his Argument thus far con- 
cludes nothing for a public Liturgy. | But let us now. 
conſider, what he hath more direct urged with that 
View, Fas. 11, 125 13. And RIC - 3 


8 As ph the ———_ e he ſpeaks of ; 
if fuch a Thing were deſirable, he is much miſtaken, 
if he ſuppoſes, that it could be effected by a public 
Form of, Al for Reaſons hereafter . 


1 * nov duch a Tas the Diſlenters in ge- 
neral might be a more compact and reſpedtable Body, 
(which. is another Thing alledged) as we fee in the 
People called Quakers. :;And even at preſent, the 
Diſſenters i in general are a more compact, and fo ſar 
a more reſpectable Body, than the Wee | 
pri cl with roar to a en vm mon. 
e ien e *Die Hu 
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ging the Diſſenting Intereſt, might be paſſed over un- 


noticed; as he would be thought to lay little Streſs 
ppon it himſelf (and we have no Reaſon. to ſuſpect the 


contrary) But we (cannpt b but obſerve, that he may be 


greatly miſtaken again, .if he imagines. that introdu- 


cing a, public ſtated Fo uy. among the Diſſenters, 
would haye any greater | ffect that Way, than in the 
| 1 about of 5 general, ee and that 


5 Sad Reaſons oo, © For, in the general 


2 wy Ch hurch-men, there are other Things, 


: beſides a commoß Liturgy, the w. ant of, which a- 
mongſt us, makes them ſby of our | Aﬀenblic, VIZ, 


certain decent Ceremonies, a regular m_ TY and 4 


1 * 11455 


es 4. Such a Step "taken "gp 7 that ny” " ning ' 
old Pr rejudices, 6051 is farther urged) might rather 
have the contrary Effet with many Churchmen. 


For it might confirm them more tlian ever in the 
Opinion, “„ That we are ſurh fi, obftinate, and 
c auνj,uard Motu ab they took us for; if that 


5 be a. Matter of any Canſequence/ Anil even raiſe 


het Indi gnation, and appear in 'their Eyes a moſt 
invidibos Thing, flwuld . we'pretend>to-compoſe is 


better Iciturgy;than\ their wn. Thus e us 
Friends to a Liturgy, — to their Liturgy, 


ow 


1 


Ce) 1 
-whuld 'be 1 danger to give them more Offence; and 
: ſtronger Diſguſt, than if hey looked upon us us Ene 
mies to all Liturgies, without Exception. Aud ſo, 

inſtead of making way for mutual Cumpliaurer, untl a 
better Tumper; it might rather N | 
nn e e 10 | BED TA, tt 
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F., If a8 is ebelel wy is 1 lüge Di ofitior 

4 in their Goyernors to make any Hlterations in the 
” public Service, Howe reaſonable v It feems a 
fond Preſumption to expect from them any Conceſ- 
| fions in favour of Diſſenters: Eſpecially, when ma- 


ny Diſſenters can e conform, witfiour any 4 


A 
revations at all, Ly SIE TY W913 
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PE What Probability then can e b it | 
Btep, recommended by che Letter- writer, 8. as 
he hints, contribute any Thing towards a: Reform. in 
the $ ervice of the National Church ? however de fi. 
rable ſuch a Thing might be! in itſelf; or convenzenit 
for thaſe, who. alpi pire after Church-Preferments and 
would, gladly. get a good Benzfice, upon Se = 
nourable Terms, „ than ſome of their W 
; ves duppoſed | to (have done, A 


— 1245 . 1 x of, | 4 501 12 iq < 


is {I hs public FE of his. .own,;rom- 
8 pling which he mentions once and an, P. 9, 13. 
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we have little to ſay at preſent, But what he 
ſeems to account one of its chief Excellencies, viz. 
c The Number of Reſponſes he hath put in, may 
prove none at all; unleſs it can be ſupported by 
better Reaſons, than he hath alledged for it. For, 
his Argument, p. 14. implies and ſuppoſes, That in 
our public Prayers the People have no Share, ba- 


ving nothing to do. A ſtrange Imagination! Thus, 


he falls himſelf into the ſame abſurd Notion, which 
he had before charged upon the People under a 
ſlight - Pretence. What! have the People nothing 
to do, no Share i in the public Prayers, unleſs they 
uſe ther own Voices? Are then the devout Exer- 
ciſes of the Heart in the ſolemn Silence of religi- 
ous Minds, nothing i in his Account? And have the 


People no Share in the public Prayers, when they 
offer up the Defires of their Souls, to God, in ac. 
 companying the Miniſter with a pure Heart to the 


Throne of i the heavenly Grace ; if they join not al- 
ſo in a Number of verbal Reſponſes, pronounced 
perhaps with a great Variety of diſſonant and jar- 
ring Voices, grating to a delicate Far ? Inſtead of 

being a "Help, 15 not ſuch a Confuſion of Sounds 

more likely to prove an Hinderance to, a i [ettled, | 
devout, and praying Frame of Mind, in many Per- 
ſons? Beſides, when the People are ſo often watch- 


ing for her” Tu urn to . Perf back not t lis a Ten- 
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dency 


© 4 
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dency to take off their Thoughts from what ſhould 
be the Matter of their immediate and preſent. Con- 
cern, by anticipating in their Minds the proper 


Reſponſes? Moreover, if the People have nothing 


to do, no Share in the public Prayers, but where 
they ſpeak themſelves; their Devotions muſt be in- 


en often as they are ſilent ' and ceaſe from 


ſpeaking. And ſo, upon that Suppoſition, it would 


be requiſite, in order to continne and keep alive their 
Devotion, that the, People ſhould be always ſpeak - 


ing, and never hold their Peace, through the whole 
public Service; but, like a loud Echo, reſpond to 
every Word of the officiating Miniſter, with all the 


Confuſion of diſcordant Voices aforeſaid: Which, 
in the Ears of many, might ſound more like the 


tutnultuous Noiſe of a riotous Rabble, 0 than the 
grave and ſolemn Service of. a wor F 
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In ſhort, all che e we read 255 in the 


New: Teftament, and in the moſt antient Account of 


the Chriſtian Worſhip by, Fuftin Martyr, Apol. 2. 


amount to no more, or leſs, than the People's fay- 
ing, with an audible Noi oice, Amen, at the End of 
the Prayers. But, if this be not enough, and the 
People Want ſomething. 1 more, to keep them allen 
thus, a awake (though it requires the moſt vigilant 


N Attention 


Antes in > Te ig tray fay 45 0 66% 
Prayer with; Underftariding) They have Opportu- 
ties to awaken all theii: Powers and ſacred Paſſions, 
at proper Intervals, in the heavenly Work of Z/a 
moch, where they can join theif Voices -in concert. 
And what was it, but the apprehended Unfitneſs, 
and improptiety of Numbers joining their Voices in 
Prayer, any otber Maps, that gave Occaſion to fo 
may devotional Pſalms I The alternate Reading of 
the Pſalms alio, according to che modern Practiee, 
ſeems to have been derived from the more agree. 
able Manner of the antient Antiphonier, or alternate 
1 N And no wonder, if al e 


on Wis bis i 25010 / ins bioslib 10 Harmony 
Mm 931] dite bret gin ngen 30. ei n ny 
8 (Thy 6l alternate reading, of he Plans, e 
e.to be a very antient Practice; nding th 
e he Wards of Pi) vun, Hb. 16. 
where it isfaid to be the Cuſtom of the 10 tor 
tians in their Meetings, naar Chrifto, quaſi Deo, 4 
cere en invicem, that is, 7 Op ex one fore a they © 
Num a Hens, i. e a Palm o Caf 
| God: ;As the Words arc gods ru and i under loud th 
and. e to his Faraphraſe, &. on 2 
men ditere cum invicem, oft Pro- 
4 Rv to fing at r alternately. us, di. 
. rb AE is, 1 Verſes; Virgil. 'Eclog, 5, And 
| e eee is to ag yes or a 2b Idem. 


xcordingly Tertullian, 
ring 11 1 this 015 ry Pallage | $0 7 expreſles 1 i Ithu 
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Harmony prefer the. Cathedral Wen Mw" the 
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3 We nete now Gbiſhed our 3 501 the 
13 which at firſt made the Preface to a new Lis 
turgy, and ſhortly after was anſwered in a Letter from 
Theophilus to Gaius by afiother Hand. But with- 
out the leaſe Notice taken of that Anſwer The 
ſaĩd Prefatory Letter ,was lately reprinted. by itſelf; 


and this ſecond Eaition gave occaſion | to; a ſecond 


(more particular and diſtin), Anſwer, in the Re- 


marks here offered to the public. Now therefore, 


it 0 be juſtly expected, that no Perſons of 
common Prudence and Ingenuity among the Diſſen- 


ters "all adopt the Letter-writer's Scheme, before 
In DNA made a W Rephy 3 5 0 men leſs be 


rt 1 % %% ol MEA bas 31: concerned 


though Pliny ſays, Chrifto quaſt De, i i. e. to b as to 


o 


God, which Mode of Expreſſion, as it fuits the Language 


and Stile of an Heathen, ſo it may be conſidered as his 


own Gloſi upon the unde of the primitive Chriſtians, 
in ſtatedly n nging an Hymn to Chrift ; becauſe it was 
cuſtomary amongſt the Heathens to ling Hymns to their 
Gods, Vid. Dionyſ. Halicarn. Antiq. Lib. 2. This Cir- 


cCumſtance at once illuſtrates the Words of Pliny, and 


determines their Senſe to alternate finging; as Tertullian 
alſo underſtood them, however he came to vary the 
Phraſe in the Manner aforeſaid, Perhaps, Chriſto er 
Deo, in this Writer, may be a Corruption « of Chriſto ut 
Deo, Vid. Euſeb. Hiſt, Eccles. Lib. iii. Cap, 23.— 

J. Clerici Hiſt; Eccles. Anno, 151. Sec. 10. 
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- 66licerned in ary dividing Attempt, to carry it inte 
Execution. In the mean while, we ſhall con- 
clude with a Query or two, relating to the main 
Queſtion, without nee to a full Diciſion of 
it at en. eee e ee een 
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Fut thay not a public d 0 common e of 
Prayer he more expedient and neceſſary in the nati- 
onal Church, than atnong the Diſſenters? For, in 
that great Multitude of Clergymen, tho? many are 
ingenions, learned, and pious 3 yet, for obvious 
Reaſons, there may alſo be many, who have nei- 
ther "Capacity; nor Inclination, to compoſe Forms 
of Prayef for theinſelves, and much leſs to pray 
withont 4 Ferm. But the Caſe may be ſuppoſed to 
be generalty otherwiſe with Diſſenting Miniſters ; as 

their pefſenal Merit and proton alone, can recom- 

mend ang. een e 


Seth Wer the Dilcnters enjoy the Peas 


of worſhipping God in their own Way; may it not 
be of Service to the Intereſt of Religion upon the 
whole, and contribute to the ſpiritual Improvement 
both of the Mimiſters and the People; if they do 
not tie themſelves to a /lated Form 1 but cultivate 
and exerciſe the Gift of Prayer, either by compo- 
ſireg wbittaty and alterable Hen of e for their 
' own. 


. .& » XL > 2 ” . * f * 


Tt 27 7 | 
own Uſe, or, by praying without a Form, as they | 
judge moſt, expedient ? This Variety in public Wor- 
ſhip, may be both pleaſing and profitable to Perſons | 

of different Taſtes and Complexions ; and, at the 
fame Time, give free Scope to the Exerciſe of Chri- 
ftian Liberty, as well as of Chriſtian Charity, under 
all the different Modes of religious Miniſtrations; 
— Here a ſolemn Form 

Of antient Words keeps the Devotion warm, 
And guides, but bounds our Wiſhes: There the 
Feels its own Fire, and kindles, of 'd, . 
With bolder Hopes. War r“ 
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